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A free press is essential tor a free society. Much of the press and radio and most news weeklies, however, cater to the material and sensational, yielding to the many pressures that play upon 
narrow provincialism and our national prejudices. Thus political fanaticism and self-defeating military extremism threaten to displace sound democratic practice and a rational defense system. For 
those who would maintain their dedication to Christian citizenship and to truth, Between The Lines presents selected reports, analyses and forecasts drawn from the most authoritative sources, which 
provide a greater insight into the crucial issues of our day. This effort is dedicated to the belief that only through the Judaic-Christian concepts of truth can we avoid the violent changes inherent 
in war and in communism and thus move forward out of the tribalism of man towards the brotherhood of the Kingdom of God. Anything less will be dangerously inadequate in the nuclear age. 





“What Can I Do?” 


There are two ways whereby in- 
dividual American citizens are able 
to make and maintain contacts with 
people in foreign lands. The first 
one is through short-wave radio sets. 
There are over 160,000 American 
radio “hams” in almost daily con- 
versation with people in Germany, 
England, Africa, Russia and a few 
even in Red China. It is estimated 
that over 12,000 of these are in fre- 
quent contact with Russians. The 
Iron Curtain thus is pierced easily 
by air. “Ether friendships” grow 
freely and apparently there is no 
government objection from either 
side. “Ham” operators have also ex- 
tended their friendship with Rus- 
sian short-wave operators by ex- 
changing phonograph records of 
their voices and those of their fami- 
lies, pictures of their families, 
books and other items. If you love 
to tinker with the radio, why not 
build a short-wave set and open a 
channel of friendship that will help 
build international goodwill? 


International friendship is like- 
wise possible through tape record- 
ings. An organization known as 
World Tape Pals helps introduce 
friends through recordings. Most 
tapes begin as a letter from one 
family to another, one student to 
another, or one individual to anoth- 
er, and become in reality, human 
person-to-person documents. High 
school teachers, who have ex- 
changed tapes with young people in 
Sweden, Scotland, Germany, Italy, 
France, Greece and elsewhere have 
used these tapes very effectively in 
school classes. The magnetic tape 
recordings can be mailed anywhere 
for a minimum of 20 cents. For in- 
formation about this avenue of 
friendship, write World Tape Pals, 
Box 9211, Dallas, Texas. WTP also 
provides recordings of folk songs 
from various other countries, as well 
as messages from school children 
from all over the world which are 
useful in school and in youth work. 


X-Ray and Forecast 


ORAL STRENGTH has, in the past, given Americans a feeling of 
security and conviction in international relations. We have been a 
great and free nation born of revolt against colonialism, the idol of all the 
oppressed. Except for our betrayal of the American Indian, our wars have 
been fought on the side of freedom. In World War II, when we opposed 
the Nazi terror and the aggression of Japanese military imperialism, we 
were fortified by the weight of the world’s moral judgment on our side. 
In our opposition to communism, we should again have the weight 
of the moral judgment of mankind on our side. But military expediency, 
with its sly disdain of moral values, has increasingly dictated decisions in 
Washington. The bald sham of our position on Quemoy and Formosa, our 
selection of the lecherous King Saud and the tyrant Franco as the golden 
boys of our military network abroad and our solicitude for Latin-American 
dictators — such policies have steadily soured the moral judgment of man- 
kind towards us. Our Canadian, French, Italian, Philippine, Japanese and 
other allies have one by one cautioned us that they cannot follow the course 
we are taking. Those in Washington who are undermining America’s moral 
traditions — are they really our defenders? 


FIRM STEPS TOWARDS PEACE 


HILE Washington leaders and the Communists hurl threats and 

counter-threats at each other like naughty boys over a backyard fence, 
a series of East-West international scientific gatherings are being held in 
orderly sequence that clear the path to peace. The men who fashioned the 
atomic age are devising the means to control what they have created. Will 
the political and military leaders follow through? An informed and aroused 
public can guarantee that they do. 

THE INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY, organ- 
ized a year ago, is concluding a meeting in Vienna which was attended by 
400 delegates, most of them distinguished nuclear physicists representing 
69 nations from both the Western and Communist areas. They met to form 
a worldwide nuclear inspection organization that can enforce an atomic 
test ban. The International Atomic Energy Agency is under the UN. 

THE ATOMIC CONFERENCE in Vienna is the follow-up of a 
similar scientific conference called by the International Atomic Energy 
Agency in Geneva this past summer — attended by many of the same sci- 
entists and scientific administrators — which evaluated and confirmed the 
scientific evidence that atomic weapons control and international inspec- 
tion are practical and feasible. In both of these gatherings, U. S. and Soviet 
scientists worked side by side without political interference or political 
wrangling — a modus vivendi born of the mutual realization that men must 
get the atom under control or perish. 

A CONFERENCE OF THE THREE NUCLEAR POWERS — 
the U. S., Soviet Russia and Britain — begins in Geneva Oct. 31, to nego- 
tiate agreements that will outlaw atomic weapons tests. This three-power 
conference will have before it the findings of the two preceding scientific 
conventions of the International Atomic Energy Agency, which will enable 
the three powers to implement and enforce a system of international in- 
spection and control of atomic weapons. The accomplishment of this rather 
intricate task indicates that this same system of control and inspection can 
be very easily extended to include all weapons, which flings the door open 
to genuine disarmament. 

(continued on NEXT page) 


The GOP Boom 


The GOP pre-election boom 
which we forecast last spring and 
early summer is now in full swing. 
Life and Look magazines, the Sat- 
urday Evening Post and other pub- 
lications, which are responsive to the 
larger business groups allied with 
the GOP, have been pouring out 
gala displays on America’s prosper- 
ity. Much of it is real; our standard 
of living and the other abundance 
around us is unbelievable to most 
of mankind. And there is no reason 
why the U. S. should not continue 
in such a highly favored position. 
But there are adjustments that will 
have to be made. Much of the boom 
and prosperity talk is synthetic, is 
simply GOP election propaganda— 
not much different from Democratic 
claims in ’52. If the glowing words 
will keep more people employed 
and more goods flowing, we rejoice 
in them. But certain facts have not 
changed and will certainly meet us 
further down the road. The informed 
Christian layman will be more se- 
cure if he knows the facts. 

Current Federal expenditures for 
this fiscal year are approximately 
$81 billion. Anticipated Federal in- 
come from all sources is approxi- 
mately $68 billion, with a deficit 
facing the Federal Treasury of $13 
billion. To meet this, Congress had 
to raise the Federal debt limit twice 
during the past single session, first 
for $5 billion and finally for $8 bil- 
lion. During the past few months 
we've said a lot about how inflation 
threatens to devour present values; 
these figures, which have recently 
come to light, amply justify that 
fear. The Federal Treasury, more- 
over, must refund over $70 billion 
of our national indebtedness during 
the coming nine months. To finance 
this immense sum the Treasury will 
have to find about $2 billion in ad- 
ditional funds and that amount, to 
be honest, will be manufactured out 
of thin air — through pure inflation. 


Most of it will go in profits to the 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 








The GOP Boom 


(continued) 
great banking institutions which 
handle the bulk of Government fi- 
nancing, and it will eventually have 
to come out of the taxpayer. 

The 1946 dollar you saved is now 
worth 67¢. By next July, when 
most of this debt refunding is over 
and the margins of loss absorbed, 
that 1946 dollar will likely be down 
(o almost 60¢. Some economists 
fear an even greater drop. For 20 
years the average annual decrease 
in value of the dollar has been 2 per 
cent; that rate is now accelerating. 

This decrease in the dollar is hurt- 
ing some, not hurting others. The 
real weekly earnings of all factory 
workers — in terms of purchasing 
— fell 3.7 per cent between Jan. ’57 
and June ’58. Real earnings of steel 
workers decreased 6.7 per cent; 
auto workers income decreased 7 
per cent; textile workers 5.5 per 
cent. (All figures from the Bureau 
of Labor Statistics.) In these figures 
we can see why there have been 
strike threats over wage contracts. 

The farmer at last, bless him, 
leads in keeping up with the infla- 
tion — his income increased 22 per 
cent from Jan. ’57 to June ’58. Doc- 
tors, dentists and lawyers have been 
able to adjust their incomes upward 
by about 5 per cent. School teachers 
are up | per cent; Federal employ- 
ees up 5 per cent; rail and communi- 
cations workers up 2 to 3 per cent. 

Many of us, therefore, have no 
worries; we are having to spend 
more dollars but we are receiving 
more. Yet the persistant unem- 
ployment of five million should 
haunt every prosperous American. 
(The Dept. of Labor — not - free 
from Administration election pres- 
sures — claims 700,000 have been 
re-employed in past four months, 
leaving 4,600,000 still jobless. But 
responsible labor leaders stand ready 
to prove a full five million are still 
out.) Each worker has 22 depend- 
ents which means that over 17 
million Americans are finding the 
prosperity around them a mock- 
ing anguishing mirage — and these 
are the young, the heads of young 
families, the members of minority 
groups, those who are most suscep- 
tible to the leadership of fanatics. 

Almost everyone in business and 
politics dodges the fact that the dan- 
gerous imbalance of the Federal fi- 
nancial structure, and the inflation 
itself, is the result of military spend- 
ing. The editor of this Newsletter 
has recently heard addresses by 
two Congressmen who are now in 
their home states cultivating their 
constituencies. Both of them made 
much of our Government’s financial 
plight but neither referred to mili- 
tary spending which is about 76 per 
cent of the total Federal budget — 
including the cost of past wars and 


the current defense budget — while 
(continued third col., THIS page) 


X-Ray and Foreeast (continued) 


U. S. AND SOVIET DIPLOMATS are also arranging to follow 
this meeting of the three nuclear powers by another conference of East- 
West technical experts to work out an agreement for the prevention of 
surprise (missile) attacks. This gathering, like the first IAEA meeting in 
Geneva last summer, is a preliminary meeting to evaluate the technical 
data and scientific methods available to detect preparations for an attack— 
and to organize these techniques on an international basis. When their con- 
clusions are ready, the major powers will call a high level meeting to ne- 
gotiate a mutual security pact that will embody these findings and set up 
an international warning system. While headlines blaze the threats of war, 
far too little is being reported about these epochal steps toward peace. 


DO THEY WANT PEACE? 


HE thorough preparation the scientists have given to these steps to- 

wards peace puts the political and military leaders of Washington and 
Moscow where they must face squarely the all-important question of wheth- 
er they really want international control of nuclear weapons and whether 
they sincerely seek disarmament. While much is said about Soviet insincer- 
ity, there is overwhelming evidence that Russian scientists have convinced 
the Kremlin the hydrogen age does not conform to the limited Marxist 
concepts of war. The U. S. has also, on more than one occasion, evidenced 
insincerity — proposing disarmament measures only to back away from 
our own proposals later when the Russians finally made concessions that 
brought agreement within reach. This lack of sincerity on the part of the 
U. S. is emphasized in the authoritative study The Arms Race by Philip 
Noel-Baker. (Oceana Publications.) Scientists of both the U. S. and the 
Soviet are warning their political chiefs to “make the necessary concessions 
for honest agreement for the control — or we are doomed.” 

EVERY CONCILIATORY GESTURE by the U. S. towards Rus- 
sia is opposed by influential and highly organized groups in Washington. 
Yet conciliation is necessary for peace — in a family, in a nation or be- 
tween nations. Some of these organizations — like the ones that represent 
the plane and missile manufacturers — have unlimited funds at their dis- 
posal and work constantly to keep the U. S. military machine growing and 
the defense contracts rolling. Hence they vigorously sabotage all concilia- 
tory moves that remove the need of ever enlargening military appropria- 
tions. The attitude of these groups is an irrational one — that we must 
make no agreements with the Russians that we can’t enforce ourselves at 
the point of our own guns. 

Sanity demands — not that we trust the Russians — but that all 
agreements be placed under the authority of the UN with the UN em- 
powered to enforce the peace, which would leave a recalcitrant Russia 
standing alone against the world, a situation the Kremlin always studiously 
tries to avoid so that they can pose as the champions of “the people.” If the 
organized U. S. war-makers, so prominent in Washington and so dominant 
in press and radio, have their way, the U. S. delegates at the atomic peace 
conventions will be shackled and defeated before the negotiations begin. 
Only an aroused public can prevent this. (In the disarmament negotiations 
between May and September, 1955, the U. S. delegates on two occasions 
were approaching agreements with Russia only to have the ground cut out 
from under them by Washington. — The Arms Race by Noel-Baker.) 

THE FIRST BROADSIDE OF PROPAGANDA to undermine the 
coming atomic disarmament negotiations has already gone out—with the co- 
operation of the Associated Press. The Navy Dept., through Pentagon pub- 
licity offices, released a story on Sept. 17 to 1700 U. S. daily newspapers 
on the comparative submarine strength of the U. S. and the U. S. S. R. The 
distortions in this release demonstrate the way the public is misled to keep 
tax support under the fabulous cost of nuclear weapons — in this instance 
the program for a nuclear undersea fleet. Russia is credited in this report 
with having 475 submarines, the U. S. with “an operating undersea strength 
set by the Defense Dept. at 110.” The trick word here is “operating.” De- 
mands for economy compel the U. S. Navy to limit, in peace time, the 
number of submarines operating on the high seas. But Janes Fighting Ships 
annual, the authoritative world catalog of navies, puts the U. S. submarine 
strength at approximately 275 — all global vessels. It is then disclosed that 
over 150 of these are in “moth balls,” but all could be activated quickly. 
But Navy propaganda makes no mention of its inactive submarine fleet. 
The Navy news story concedes that about half of Russia’s submarine fleet 
are short-range coastal vessels which could not be used except defensively, 
close to Russia’s shores. Thus the U. S., with a strong lead in nuclear sub- 
marines, is fully as well prepared for war on the high seas as the Soviet, al- 
though the American taxpayer is prevented from knowing this by a rather 
gross kind of deception. 

THE NEW SUBMARINES COST $40 million each. The Navy 
wants many, many more. On the usual defense contract, with the easily 

(continued on NEXT page) 
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(continued) 

they heaped blame on Government 
bureaucracy, on social security, on 
spending for agriculture, rivers and 
harbors, school programs and other 
Federal activities which make up 
only 7 per cent of the Federal budg- 
et! The politician does not dare 
point his finger at military spending 
or its extravagance, for he’s likely 
to be pointing at a businessman or 
corporation head who is making a 
nice profit from a Pentagon con- 
tract. Therefore in reality, despite 
all the talk about the need to fight 
inflation, very little is done about it. 

Nothing will be done until a light 
breaks upon us to reveal the truth, 
that the great brood of ships, planes, 
missiles we build to strike others 
are really aimed at ourselves, that 
the cost of these things will be paid 
by money taken daily from our 
pockets and from future generations. 

Another element should not be 
overlooked: To the young business- 
man who has little memory of the 
depression, who knows little and 
cares less about the gold standard 
and its stable monetary attributes, 
the inflation does not wear a fright- 
ening face. As long as the dollars 
flow into his business plentifully 
enough to pay costs and leave a 
good profit, he isn’t disturbed. Ac- 
tually there is quite a wave of opti- 
mism among many younger busi- 
nessmen in advertising, manufac- 
turing and wholesale circles. With 
the abrupt end of the 1957-58 de- 
pression, revealing what is felt to 
be an unexpected amount of bounce 
and vitality in our economy, they 
are convinced that an even greater 
era of expanding production and 
trade is coming. And this optimism 
may well be justified — in limited 
terms. But the young wives may be 
nearer reality each time they come 
home from the supermarket, wor- 
ried over their budgets, with less in 
their shopping bags for the money. 


NEWS TO CHEER the small 
businessman — all four million of 
them: For five years, spokesmen for 
small business have tried in vain to 
win some form of Government aid 
for them, while the great tax, loan 
and subsidy bonanzas have gone to 
the farmer and to the large corpora- 
tions. Then in the closing days of 
the 85th Congress, the jackpot! 

The Small Business Administra- 
tion, set up in 1953 as a temporary 
agency to assist smaller concerns to 
get credit when the banks withheld 
their aid, has been made a perma- 
nent independent Federal agency. 
Banking agencies representing the 
SBA are to be set up in all major 
cities with funds apportioned by the 
Federal Treasury and augmented 
by additional sums provided by lo- 
cal banks and investment houses; 
thus the SBA is a partnership enter- 


prise with both the Federal Gov- 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 
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(continued) 
ernment and the banks cooperating. 
The express purpose of the SBA 
fund is to provide venture capital 
for small and expanding businesses. 
The funds will not go direct to the 
businessman from the SBA but will 
be funneled through local invest- 
ment concerns whose officers will 
serve as cooperating officials, ex- 
amining and judging the merit of 
each application. Loans will be 
made in sums up to $325,000 at 
5% per cent. If you are a business- 
man who needs capital to expand, 
your local banker should know the 
location of the nearest SBA agency. 


How It’s Done 


Most so-called disclosures con- 
cerning influence peddling under 
Truman and Eisenhower have been 
relatively small-time compared to the 
activities of some of the really im- 
portant operators. In fact, press, 
radio and even Congressional hear- 
ings nowadays usually give the si- 
lent treatment to those who work 
at the very top, and of recent years 
it has become, paradoxically, “pa- 
triotic” to tut-tut suggestions that 
corporations with a vested interest 
in war or peace take an active part 
in shaping policies that lead to war. 

Yet a recent headline (on a back 
page, to be sure) in the N.Y. Times, 
Sept. 27, read “‘Scuttler’ of 1927 
Geneva Parley Dies in Obscurity in 
Florida.” The report noted that 
suave Wm. B. Shearer achieved 
worldwide notoriety after he had 
been credited with wrecking the 
Geneva disarmament conference in 
°27, according to the hearings of the 
Senate Naval Affairs Committee in 
the fall of 1929. The report com- 
mented “ ... Mr. Shearer was said 
to have been employed by three 
American shipbuilding companies 
as an observer at the Geneva con- 
ference. It was charged, among 
other things, that he had furnished 
newspaper correspondents with a 
daily handout on the conference de- 
kiberations and that he had censored 
the copy of at least two American 
newspapermen ... Mr. Shearer was 
also alleged to have had U. S. Navy 
officers as well as newspapermen on 
his payroll . . . President Herbert 
Hoover announced his determina- 
tion to get at the bottom of Mr. 
Shearer’s activities as a propagandist 
against naval disarmament. A con- 
gressional investigation that follow- 
ed rocked the country. ... After 
the inquiry was ended, nothing 
came of it . . . Little was heard of 
Mr. Shearer until 1935 when he 
showed up at a hearing of the Sen- 
ate Munitions Committee that was 
looking into the activities of the 
munitions industry.” At these hear- 
ings, he was described as “an enig- 
matic figure, imposing and still club- 
by with important persons.” 


The Hard Lesson 









; x * WEA 
‘ be Sens 
“Mg 


JIS THE ONLY Way 


HE CAN BE ConTROLLEDE Irs THE ONLY Way 


HE CAN BE CONTROLLED 





AUTHORITY 





X-Ray and Forecast (continued) 


manipulated cost-plus arrangement, the profits run into the millions. The 
Electric Boat Co., Westinghouse Electric, General Electric and the steel 
corporations can well afford to maintain skilled public relations teams in 
Washington to keep Congress and the public in line. 

DOES THIS UNDULY EMPHASIZE THE PROFITS in war- 
making? For years there has been a saying in Washington that the 
quickest political suicide open to a freshman in Congress is to propose leg- 
islation that would remove the profits from defense contracts. Before World 
War II, there was some agitation for such legislation — “If American boys 
are called upon to risk their lives for a pittance, should not those who make 
their weapons also share some of the sacrifices?” By the end of the war, not 
a Congressman remained in office who had tied his career to such legisla- 
tion. More exactly put — no Congressman found he could survive if associ- 
ated with such legislation. By 1945, and 500 new millionaires later, all such 
talk had died down. 


WE HAVE GONE SO FAR THE OTHER WAY NOW that the 
nation’s largest industries are openly opposing plans to renew the Defense 
Contract Renegotiation law which expires Dec. 31. Under this law the 
Government could compel the renegotiation of arms contracts when inves- 
tigators for the U. S. Comptroller’s office or the Renegotiation Board dis- 
covered excessive profits on defense production. The chairman of this 
board, Thomas Coggeshall, testified before Congressional committees that 
the Government has actually recovered $1.5 billion in excess profits in the 
last few years! “That is not all,” he added. “Corporations trim their prices 
when they know we are going to examine their defense profits. The savings 
to the Government are incalculable.” Yet in the most brazen fashion, the 
National Assn. of Manufacturers, the Chamber of Commerce and other 
representatives of large corporations appeared before Congressional com- 
mittees and demanded that the law be dropped! Said the representatives of 
the plane and missile manufacturers, “This is an incentive-killing deterrent 
to the defense effort.” With such a spirit openly declared, what is upper- 
most — patriotism or profits, war-making or peace? 


THE UN-AMERICAN U. S. POLICY IN FORMOSA 


HE Un-American position of U. S. forces on Formosa is revealed in 

the plea forwarded to Washington by the Formosa Government-in- 
exile which was driven out when Chiang Kai-shek took over the island in 
1949, slaughtering thousands of Formosans to do so. Prior to that, after 
being freed from Japanese rule, the Formosans had set up their own free 
Government from 1945 to 1949. The North American Newspaper Alli- 
ance released a statement to the press from Tokyo on Sept. 21, in which 
Dr. Thomas W. I. Liao, native Formosan and head of the refuge Formosa 
free Government, petitioned President Eisenhower to recognize the truth 
about Formosa: that the island country is as much under tyranny now as 
is Hungary; that the only way America could attain a position of strength 
in that territory would be to restore Formosa to the Formosans under a UN 
trusteeship, enabling Chiang to retire to safety while keeping Formosa out 
of the hands of Red China. Dr. Liao is strongly anti-Communist and 
pledges that Formosa will remain a staunch ally of the U. S. So far the 
Eisenhower Administration has greeted this petition with a somewhat 
shameful silence, and hundreds of newspapers (published by conservative 


GOP old-line Formosa-firsters) have suppressed this report or buried it on 
(continued on NEXT page) 


South Moves Forward 

While the racial turmoil at Little 
Rock and elsewhere occupies the 
headlines, almost unnoticed are the 
reports of many other communities 
where Negro and white students are 
entering mixed classes for the first 
time. 

The Southern Education Report- 
ing Service estimates that about 
400,000 of the South’s nearly three 
million Negro students now go to 
schools where at least some begin- 
ning has been made toward deseg- 
regation. Some 792 school districts 
now have at least started integration, 
which is 27.4 per cent of the ap- 
proximately 2900 bi-racial districts 
in 17 Southern and border states. 

In Fulton City, Ky., 20 Negro 
teenagers entered school with 160 
white high school students in mixed 
classes for the first time this fall 
with no disturbance. School officials 
just call it “another school day.” In 
Nelson County, Ky., Negro pupils 
of Bardstown and Bloomfield were 
also accepted into the white schools 
without incident. In Sturgis, Ky., 
where, two years ago, the National 
Guard patrolled the school grounds, 
Negro pupils have now entered the 
classrooms with hardly a comment 
from the townspeople. Seven states 
of the Deep South — Virginia, 
South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Florida, Louisiana and Mississippi 
— still stand determined against all 
integration. In Arkansas, Tennessee 
and North Carolina, the walls of 
segregation have been broken down 
here and there. The second year of 
mixed classes began this fall without 
disturbance, at Charlotte, Greens- 
boro and Winston-Salem in North 
Carolina. 

This is the third year of mixed 
classes in Clinton, Tenn., where vio- 
lence swept the streets two years 
ago, until the National Guard took 
over. This fall, when the Negro 
pupils reported for their classes, 
everything was orderly and quiet. 
in Nashville, where integration has 
been started on a grade-a-year ba- 
sis, Negro pupils took their places 
in the classrooms in the first two 
grades without any disturbance. 
But when school began this fall, the 
Nashville Police put on a display of 
force that left no doubt that they 
would deal quickly and thoroughly 
with any attempt to cause trouble. 
The officials in Nashville believe 
that, each year, the danger of vio- 
lence will decrease as the public 
mind adjusts itself to the fact of 
Negro children in the public schools. 

In Arkansas there are eight oth- 
er school districts that are desegre- 
gating, aside from the heated prob- 
lem schools in Little Rock. The 
cities of Fayetteville (home of the 
state university), Charleston and 
Fort Smith went ahead peacefully 
with integration this fall. But in 


Van Buren, just across the river 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 





South Moves Forward 
(continued) 

from Fort Smith, anti-integration 
agitation caused the closing of the 
school, in contrast to the situation 
last year when Van Buren integrat- 
ed under a court order without any 
disturbance. 

The “border” states have been 
making steady, though sometimes 
slow, progress towards desegrega- 
tion. Oklahoma estimates that about 
one-fifth of its Negro pupils are 
now in mixed classes. In Texas 124 
bi-racial districts have taken steps 
towards integration. About 3700 
Negroes and 325,000 white students 
are going to mixed classes in Texas. 
About 95 per cent of the school dis- 
tricts in Missouri are integrated to 
some degree. All of the bi-racial 
districts in West Virginia are work- 
ing towards school desegregation; 
25 counties are fully desegregated 
with 18 partially so. Delaware 
opened its schools this fall with 19 
of its 98 public school districts de- 
segregated. In Maryland 14 of the 
state’s 23 school districts have ac- 
tual integration underway. 

A clear barometer of the chang- 
ing elements in the trend toward in- 
tegration is revealed in the fact that 
in 1956 throughout the South there 
were only 450 desegregated school 
districts. A year later there were 
720, and school authorities through- 
out the South believe that by Jan. 1, 
59 over 800 school districts, out of 
a total of 2900, will be desegregat- 
ed. This not only shows that the 
American mind is readily accepting 
the principle of Christian brother- 
hood, but that the Supreme Court’s 
decision on this issue was not over- 
drawn or extreme, as the enemies of 
the Court have charged. In our de- 
mocracy, it was inevitable. 

But if the states of the Deep 
South, which so far refuse to budge 
on integration, continue their de- 
termined stand, then in a very few 
years they will be isolated in the 
midst of a great nation that is mov- 
ing forward in brotherly goodwill 
and democratic freedom. These 
states will also be economically pen- 
alized, for economic growth and 
prosperity are becoming a pro- 
nounced first-fruit of integration, as 
Negroes are spurred by the chal- 
lenge of full citizenship, better jobs, 
greater responsibility. The release 
of these new economic energies 
will be reflected in greater prosper- 
ity in integrated areas, hence the 
pressure upon the Deep South will 
be constantly greater in economic 
terms as well as in moral and social 
attitudes. 





Changing Your Address? 

let Us Know: The Post Office will not 
forward copies and we cannot send duvu- 
plicates of copies that go astray. PLEASE 
. . . before you move send us your new 
address and, if possible, an address label 
from a back copy. If label isn’t available, 
send new and old address to Between The 
Lines, Box 269, Demarest, N. J. 
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the back pages. In Madame Chiang Kai-shek’s TV interview on Sept. 21, 
she emphasized that the issue of Quemoy and Formosa should be judged 
on “principles.” But what principles? 

MANY ARE ASKING, “How did the U. S. get so involved in 
Formosa?” It began with politics at home. When World War II ended, the 
corruption around Chiang Kai-shek’s regime became so flagrant that the 
Truman Administration decided to diminish its support. (The Chinese Red 
armies were, at that time, largely armed with U. S. weapons which had 
gone to them in a steady stream through the ring of corrupt generals in 
Chiang’s establishment.) Without strong support from Washington, Chiang’s 
armies withered — whole regiments selling out to the Reds — and Chiang 
fled to Formosa. (See The Stillwell Papers by Gen. Joseph W. Stillwell, 
publ. by Wm. Sloane, ’48.) According to Gen. Stillwell’s record, and other 
sources, the Roosevelt-Truman-Acheson Administrations had been unpar- 
donably lax in supervising the expenditure of the vast sums sent to Chiang, 
which is probably the key factor in the whole Chiang-Formosa story. 


THE GOP POITICAL BOSSES found here a ready-made political 
issue to use against the Truman Democrats. The official reports of Gen. 
George Marshall’s mission to China, which corroborated Stillwell, were 
soft pedaled along with Gen. Stillwell’s book — though none of these facts 
were denied. The GOP political haymakers flooded the country with head- 
lines that the Truman Democrats had deserted Chiang and lost China to 
the Communists. The GOP would therefore, forthwith, restore Chiang with 
U. S. dollars and in due time “unleash” him and recapture China. 


ANOTHER SOURCE OF INFLUENCE in the Chiang story had 
developed in the meantime. The “royal” families around Chiang — the 
Sungs, the Kungs and others — became extremely rich at the time U. S. 
dollars were pouring into Chiang’s regime. Much of this new wealth they 
carted off to New York banks, establishing luxurious apartments on Park 
Avenue and homes in N. Y. suburbs. There they have used their wealth to 
garner many more millions on the Wall St. stock market — without pay- 
ing taxes either to their own Formosa Government or to the U. S. Treas- 
ury. From this source came the powerful “China lobby” which has in ef- 
fective and devious ways backed the Chiang cause in the U. S. and the 


McCarthy-Jenner-Knowland-Bricker anti-UN Formosa bloc in the Senate. 
(See the complete report on “The China Lobby” in the Reporter Magazine, April 15 and 29, 1952 
which should be on file in any adequate public library. For details on the Formosa situation, 


see the UN World, March ‘52; also L. L. Liu’s book, A Military History of Modern China, publ. 
by Princeton U. Press, ‘57.) 


Unfortunately, important American missionary organizations got 
drawn into the Formosa debacle. When the Communists expelled several 
thousand American missionaries from China, many went to Formosa 
where they were welcomed by the Chiang regime. Most of these mission- 
aries had devoted their careers to China, mastering the difficult Chinese 
language. For them, it was either Formosa or the end of a career. Gen. 
Chiang and Madame Chiang, both professing Christians, gave money and 
personal support to the new Christian mission movement on Formosa. 
American missionary executives were entertained — not lavishly, but with 
extraordinary and flattering personal attention by the Chiangs. Soon such 
influential groups as the Southern Baptist Mission Boards, many of the 
leading Methodist missionary figures and others were ardent supporters of 
Chiang’s regime, ignoring the swamp of corruption, deception and violence 
upon which the Chiang establishments on Formosa rested. 

CHAING KAI-SHEK AND HIS WIFE ARE METHODISTS: 
Does their determined adherence to the use of violence and military force 
as the only power that can be used against communism represent the Meth- 
odist Christian witness? We do not believe so. Two political figures stand 
foremost in Asia’s modern history, figures that represent the two largest 
populations in the world, Gandhi of India and Chiang Kai-shek of China. 

Is it not ironic that the Hindu Gandhi did more than any other per- 
son in the 20th century to apply Christian truth to the world’s political and 
racial turmoil, while the “Christian” Chiangs, along with many other Chris- 
tians, devote their leadership to the application of armed violence to cure 
China’s sickness? Is not Chiang missing a great opportunity? Suppose 
that, like Gandhi, Chiang took Jesus seriously, fasting and praying for the 
salvation of China and not just for the specific restoration of his own 
Kuomintang political regime. (He jails anyone on Formosa who preaches 
other solutions.) Suppose his army, planes and ships should start sending 
“raiding parties” with vitamins, medicines, improved agricultural seeds 
and a thousand other items that would bring health and hope to the 
Chinese people? The tumult — spiritual, emotional as well as political — 
which this would cause on the mainland would precipitate a widening crisis 
such as the Red tyrants have never faced, nor ever been able to face. 
We will not carry this vision further — the intimations of its power and 
achievement are immense, but almost forgotten, in our warlike “Christian” 
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Formosa Background 

The unsteady ground under the 
U. S. position in Formosa is made 
increasingly treacherous by political 
tactics in Washington. Several Sen- 
ators, both Democrats and Repub- 
licans, feel that controls have been 
deliberately maneuvered out of the 
hands of Congress. Was this because 
the rescue of Chiang is a special 
GOP committment even if it brings 
war? Apparently the White House 
and Dulles won’t even trust the lib- 
eral Republicans in the Senate, not to 
mention Democrats. Briefly, when 
Congress passed the Formosa Res- 
olution in Feb., 1955, the President 
was empowered to use the U. S. 
armed forces to protect our posi- 
tion on Formosa with the specific 
provision that Congress should be 
consulted before this responsibility 
was extended in any way. Thus this 
resolution did not embrace such a 
situation as Quemoy, or any posi- 
tion so absurdly placed under Red 
gunfire. At the time, Dulles and 
Eisenhower clearly recognized the 
limits of the Formosa Resolution. 

Several Senators now charge that 
Chiang Kai-shek was permitted to 
greatly increase the size of the Na- 
tionalist forces on Quemoy, from 
10,000 to over 100,000 of his best 
troops, and that Dulles and Eisen- 
hower have assumed the right to 
make war against Red China to 
protect these forces on Quemoy 
without either the knowledge or 
consent of Congress. It is indeed 
true that neither the American pub- 
lic nor the Congress had any know- 
ledge of the enlargement of the 
Quemoy bases until the Red guns 
began to blast the island and Chiang 
began to cry for help. The charges 
are being made that Dulles and 
Eisenhower are both now ignoring 
the limitations of the Formosa Res- 
olution and have seized the right 
to make war over Quemoy without 
Congressional consent. In public ad- 
dresses and articles, Senators Ken- 
nedy (D., Mass.), Wayne Morse (D., 
Ore.) and Langer (R., S.D.) and 
others made these accusations. (See 
“Dulles Tricks Congress” by Sen. 
Morse in the Nation, Sept. 20.) 


THE UNITED NATIONS study 
on radiation is receiving the over- 
whelming support of all national 
and international scientific organi- 
zations. So pronounced is this 
worldwide claim that those in Wash- 
ington who have belittled the threat 
of radiation on atomic bomb tests 
are no longer able to gain much 
support. The National Academy 
of Science and the National Re- 
search Council both have announced 
their support of the findings of the 
UN Committee on Radiation. Says 
the National Academy and the Na- 
tional Research Council, “These 
UN findings are clearly based on 
long, painstaking consideration of 
scientific facts from many sources.” 








